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This Is a communication from the examiner In charge of your application. 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 

OFFICE ACTION SUMMARY 

^Responsive to oommunication(s) filed on 3^ ^ — 

This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits Is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle. 1935 D.C. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire month(s), or thirty days 

whichever is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to responc 1 with n the pence for 

the application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). Extensions of time may be obtained under the prov.s.ons of 37 CFR 

1.136(a). 

Disposition of Claims 

/««imM f>? f /3 It 13-53 is/are pending in the application. 
Of the ^HWsl ' ' ' is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

Claim(s) , is/are a " 0Wed ; 

n. atm ^ \V n 22, SJ~5 ^ is/are rejected. 

1 f f is/are objected to. 

Claim(s) m — 

□ Claim(s) __ - are sub i ect t0 restriction or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on _js/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on _ is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 110 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority ,under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d). • , 

\ 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 
received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) . 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 
♦Certified copies not received: 



□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
Attachments) 

□ Notice of Reference Cited, PTO-892 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449. Paper No(s). ■ 

Q Interview Summary, PTO-41 3 

□ Notice of Draftperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-1 52 

-SEE OFFICE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES- 

TOL-326 (R»v 9/96) 



it U.S GPO: 1996-404-49tJ/40517 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

■ • ♦ a *inn«fV5TISC 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
The following is a quotation oi 35 U.b.c. iu^w W1U 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

section 102 of this title, if the differences between "^^^J* (he ition was made to a person 

manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 39-42, 49-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's supplied elation of Kawaguchi JT 138145 (hereinafter referred ,0 as '145) in vtew 

of SchwarzEP 38900. 

Claims 39-42 and 49-52 are the same as 1 , 4-6, 23, 26-27, and 30 (respectively) were at 
the time they were cancelled. Thus they are rejected for the reasons claims 1, 4-6, 23, 26-27, and 
30 were previously rejected. Further, it would have been obvious to use the Schwarz starting 
material, for the advantages given at page 3, lines 7-9 of Schwarz. 

Claims 43, 45-46, 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over a 
combination of Carpenter, '145 and Schwarz. 

Claims 43, 45-46 and 48 are the same as 7, 1 1, 17, and 21 (respectively) were at the time 
they were cancelled. Thus they are rejected for the reasons claims 7, 11, 17,and21 were 
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previous^, ^t^*-**-*-*"---*-" 

for the advantages given a. page 3, lines 7-9 of Schwarz. 

Cairns ,2, 13 and 22 and 33-38 and 43 U 46 and 47 are rejected under 35 

>„•„ «ni«minviewofSehwarzEP0038900 and 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mrller 4501602 m v,ew 

optionally in view of Hyde 2272342 and/or JP 138.45 C .45). 

See the previous Off.ee action for the manner in which the ar, is apphed. 
New claims 43,"3. 46 and 47 are aiso me, under the combination of prior art. 

deemed the claims obvious. 



Response to Arguments 

. r i«l U Mav 2001 have been fully considered but they are not 
Applicant's arguments filed 14 May zuui nav 

persuasive. 

his .guedthattheretsno suggestion in Schwa, to use the sihcic acid dispers.cn to butld 
.andformadcpositonthe support. Th,s is true b„, no, relevant; 
mention of using a dispersion <o perform the method. 

unobviousness b, attaching references individually where <he rejeCons arc based on 
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combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

As to the arguments regarding the prima facie combination of Schwarz. As indicated 
above - Schwarz provide motivation for using the siloxane at page 3, lines 7-9. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 



final action. 
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Requests for interviews 



The Office initiates interviews whenever it is deemed that it would be beneficial to do so to 
advance prosecution. And when an Applicant wishes to have an interview, the burden to initiate 
the interview remains solely with Applicant. MPEP 408 notes that Examiners are not required to 
note or acknowledge requests for telephone calls or state reasons why such proposed telephone 
interview would not be effective; therefore, requests for the Office to initiate interviews will not 
be acknowledge. 

MPEP 713.05, 713.03, 713.09, and 713.01 and common sense indicate that any of the following 
questions would be appropriate for the Office to ask prior to granting an interview: Has there 
already been an interview of record in the case? Will the interview last more than 30 minutes? 
When do you want the interview? Does Applicant's representative have Power of Attorney? 
Does Applicant's representative have authority to bind the principal concerned? ( i.e. Does 
Applicant's representative have authority to make any and all changes?) Who will participate in 
the interview? What is the intended purpose(s) of the interview? What is the intended content of 
the requested interview? Failure to volunteer the above information might possibly result in a 
denial of an interview, or the inability of the Examiner to adequately answer Applicant's questions 
during the interview. 



CONTACT INFORMATION 



Examiner's number 

fax- official papers after a final rejection 
fax- official papers (all others) 
fax- unofficial papers 
Group Receptionist 



(703) 308-0469 



305-3599 
305-7718 
305-7115 
308-0651 




